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AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS 

The attached sheet of drawings includes changes to Fig. 2. This sheet, which includes Fig. 2, 
replaces the original sheet including Fig. 2. In Figure 2, the label of element 200 has changed to 
correct a photostatic error resulting from the photostatic copying of the originally filed drawing sheet. 



Attachment: Replacement Sheet 

Annotated Sheet Showing Changes 
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REMARKS 

L Overview 

These remarks are set forth in response to the Non-Final Office Action mailed February 
23, 2007. As this amendment has been timely filed within the three-month statutory period, 
neither an extension of time nor a fee is required. Presently, claims 1 through 29 are pending in 
the Patent Application. Claims 1, 4, 8, 13, 21 and 26 are independent in nature. In the Non- 
Final Office Action, each of claims 17-20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101. 
Additionally, claim 13 has been objected to for a minor typographical error. Likewise, Figure 2 
has been objected to for a minor typographical error. In response, the Applicants have cancelled 
claims 17-20 and the Applicants have corrected both claim 13 and Figure 2 to eliminate the 
typographical errors. Accordingly, the Applicants solicit withdrawal of the rejections under 35 
U.S.C. § 101 and the objections for minor informalities. 

In the Non-Final Office action, claims 1-29 have been rejected on cited art. Specifically, 
claims 1-2, 4-6, 17 and 19 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,182,279 to Buxton. Further, claims 8-13, 15-16, 20-26 and 28-29 have been 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Buxton in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,913,065 to Faustini. Yet further, claim 18 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Buxton in view of U.S. Patent Publication No. US 2005/0240902 by Bunker et 
al. (Bunker). Even yet further, claims 3 and 7 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Buxton in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,892,228 to Penders. Finally, claims 
14 and 27 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Buxton in 
view of Faustini and further in view of U.S. Patent Publication No. US 2003/0120708 by 
Pulsipher et al. (Pulsipher). 
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II. The Applicant's Invention 

The Applicant has invented a system, method and apparatus for customizing applications 
based upon a template specification for a customized application configuration. Significantly, 
the template can permit the variable establishment of configuration parameters for the 
application so that a customized application specified by the template can be further customized 
at run time through these "points of variability". In particular, the template can persist the state 
of configuration of an application allowing for some variability in the configuration of 
components forming the application. 

More specifically, in a method for customizing an application, a selection of components 
can be identified which are to be deployed to form the customized application. Within the 
selection of components, points of variability can be specified which can be assigned values 
when deploying the selection of components. The identified selection of components and the 
specified points of variability can be persisted in a template. Subsequently, the template can be 
processed to deploy the identified selection of components, to prompt for values to be assigned 
to the points of variability, and to configure the identified selection of components with the 
values at the points of variability thereby producing the customized application. 

III. Amended Claims 

Applicants have amended claims 1, 4, 8, 13, 21 and 26 to clarify the "points of 
variability" as points of variability for the variable establishment of configuration parameters for 
the customized application . The amendments to the claims are expressly supported by 
paragraphs the first paragraph of the Detailed Description of the Applicants' specification. 
Accordingly, no new matter has been added. 
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IV. Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) and 103(a) 

A. Characterization of the Cited Art 
1 . Buxton 

Buxton discloses a component customization and distribution system in an object 
oriented environment. The Buxton system claims to provide a template builder utility which 
enables a base component to be selectively modified and the modifications to the base 
component to be stored as a template. In particular, the templates can be stored in a template 
storage file by a template storage dynamic link library. Each template can contain initialization 
data representing the modifications to the state of persistent data of the base component, as well 
as information useful in registering the template with the file system registry of another computer 
system, and, optionally, one or more user-defined instructions useful in utilizing the 
modifications or customizations to the base component. A template storage file containing one or 
more indexed templates serves as a database from which template distribution packs may be 
generated. 

B. Traversal of the Rejections on the Art 

Applicant's amended independent claims require the specification of "points of 
variability" for the variable establishment of configuration parameters for the customized 
application which can be assigned values when deploying said selection of components; 

Exemplary claim 1 recites as follows: 

1 . A method for customizing an application comprising the steps of: 

identifying a selection of components to be deployed to form the customized application; 

specifying within said selection of components, points of variability for the variable 
establishment of configuration parameters fo r l iic c ustomized application which can be assigned 
values when deploying said selection of components; 



14 



Application No. 10/686,059 
Filed: 10/15/2003 

Attorney Docket No.: LOT920030020US1 (7321-007U) 

persisting said identified selection of components and said specified points of variability 
in a template; and, 

at a subsequent time, processing said template to deploy said identified selection of 
components, to prompt for values to be assigned to said points of variability, to configure said 
identified selection of components with said values at said points of variability thereby producing 
the customized application. 

Thus, as amended, claim 1 (and through similar language, claims 4, 8, 13, 21 and 26) require the 
presence of "points of variability" that allow for the variable establishment of configuration 
parameters for a customized application. Importantly, according to the amended claims, the 
points of variability must be able to be assigned values when deploying a selection of 
components forming the customized application. 

In contrast, Figure 3B of Buxton expressly shows a number of "keys" and "subkeys" 
associated with a component, "but maintained in a registry" as stated in column 10 of Buxton. 
Thus Buxton does not teach "specifying within said selection of components, points of 
variability." The nature of the keys and subkeys of Figure 3B further cannot be considered the 
same as "points of variability" as defined in the Applicants' specification and as amended within 
claims 1, 4, 8, 13, 21 and 29. Column 10, lines 27 through 40 of Buxton instead teach that the 
keys and subkeys contain information defining the full path name to a component loader 206, 
information identifying the original value of the component loader and referring to the original 
OLE control or object being spoofed, also known as the base control, a binary signature 
indicating the specific vendor or source of the component, information indicating that the subject 
component is an OLE control which may be safely scripted and information indicating that the 
subject component is an OLE control that is safely initializable for persistent data in an object- 
oriented environment. 
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Thus, Buxton does not teach the assignment of values to "points of variability" within a 
selection of components "when" deploying the selection of components as required by the 
amended claims. Accordingly, not only is it not possible for Buxton to anticipate any of claims 1 
through 29, but also it is impossible for any combination of Buxton, Faustini, Bunker, Penders, 
or Pulsipher to render any of claims 1 through 29 obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

V. Conclusion 

The Applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejections under 35 U.S.C. §§ 
101, 102(b) and 103(a) owing to the amended and cancelled claims and the foregoing remarks. 
The Applicants request that the Examiner call the undersigned if clarification is needed on any 
matter within this Amendment, or if the Examiner believes a telephone interview would expedite 
the prosecution of the subject application to completion. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: May 23, 2007 /Steven M. Greenberg/ 

Steven M. Greenberg, Reg. No.: 44,725 

Attorney for Applicant s) 

Carey, Rodriguez, Greenberg & Paul, LLP 

950 Peninsula Corporate Circle, Suite 3020 

Boca Raton, Florida 33487 

Customer No. 46321 

Tel: (561)922-3845 

Fax: (561)244-1062 
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